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Title: SYSTEM FOR AUTOMATING AND MANAGING 

AN Entbhprise IP Environment 

5 This appUcatipa is a contimiataoa-iii'part of Ser^Mo. 09/687^510 filed 

October 12, 2000 which cUdmed priority to Ecoviflional Ser,No- 
60/159,129 filed October 12, 1999; and a oontiiraatioii-m-part of Ser,No. 
fUS Bspreae Mail BL609827121US], ffled November 3, 2000 which 
claimed priority to Provisional Ser.No. 60nL63,d77 filed November 5, 
10 199^ this application also daims priority to Provtsional Ser-No. 

60/165,140 filed November 12, 1999. 

TECHNICAL FIELD 

The invention teJatea to Isnowledge management systems; more partxculaxly it 
relatea to ayatems fbr automating and managing an enterprise IP environment^ with 
Id global oommnnications network capabiUtiefi. 

BACKGKOUND OF THE INVENTION 

The significance of intellectual property (IP) is glowing dally. More and more, 
corporations realize the importaJo^e of preserving and protecting Qiese vital assets, and 
a select few even appKciate how to capitaUze on them. However » the real nnd^lying 

20 issue that has not been addreesed. up until now, is that in todo/s digital enterprise 
there is a tremendous need for areliable, real-time system for creating^ preserving and 
building value from corp^ate IP assets. This model must be in ^^mch with toda/s 
digital world and enterpxiae environment andoperateon aconfcinuoua. realtimebaais. 
It must work transparently with the way in which empbyees worlc and innovate. It 

25 mnst be a useful productivity tool for IP attorneys and corporate eounselors. And it 
mnst safeguard and protect the most valuable assets a company owns, its intellectual 
cental. 

Many companies are only recently reeogmring tha rise in s^nificance cf IF as 
a core asset. However, even withhaighcened awareness, most continue to operate in 
aO antiquated ways, relying on "defensive mechanisms*" such as l^istic paperwork and 
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Cttmbaraome procedures. These techniques are expensive, time-mtensive, and 
inadeq^tely suited for today's digital environment^ since they fail to operate in real 
time. 

Today, very few companies use the potential of information technology to 
5 streamline processes, promote new innovation, mid docunientand protect their assets. 
0£ten, their employees at just about every level are undereducated and onaware of the 
risks of inadvertent disclosure or competitive less— setting the stage for future 
disputes and oflen leading to litlgationf or even worse, the permanent loss of valuable 
trade secrets* 

XO Most eignificautly, virtually all ooxporations underestimate the atapategic value 

of tlieir IP, and there&re, &£ to capitalize on the ftdl potential of it. And even while 
recognizing the growing significance of IP aBset&» there are essentially no companies 
that do an efiEiective job at providing the imowledge-connectivilT^ and incentive for 
new innovations. 

15 In today^s job markett employees are more mobile than ever before. Metgers* 

acquiaitionB, and downsizing are just a few of the reasons. lie result is a constantly 
changing workforce, and &e constant creationi disdosuze, and turnover of corporate 
intellectual property. And whereas it is per£ectly legal for a highly skilled employee 
to leave and go to work with a campetitor* taking wi& him or hex his own skills and 

20 experieniee, it » not lawful to leave with proprietary eompai^ information. 

These trends of higher worker mobility and the inerrasing vahie of digital 
assets have converged to create a ttemendous opportunity for a new solution. 
Companies certainly want to avoid additional litigation nightmares, when evien a 
single trade secret dispute or patent infiringement suit can cost well over S 1 million in 

25 legal fees, Douglas Brots, principle scientist at Adobe Systems, commenting on a 
patent infringement suit described how it had costthe company more t^an $4.5miIlion 
in legal fees and ^Kpensea alone, not to mention over 3,500 hours of his time— 4be 
equivalent of two, fiall years of Working time. Most remarkably, this was a case that 



